
Jan .15, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

FILED!ACCEPTED

FEB - 6 Z007
Federal Communications CommlsSIDn

Office of IDe Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
'",aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Corrunission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
tc make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Session
5911 E University Blvd Apt 206
Dallas, TX 75206-4694

No. of Copies rec'd 0
UstABCDE



,Jan 18, 2007

FCC Public Comments
44) 12th Street sw
Washington, DC 20554

i=ILEOIACCEPTED

FEB - 6 Z007
Federal Communications CommisslOrt

Office of ttl€ Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
()ther cable providers. The FCC' 5 integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .

.sincerely,

Mr. Lance Kinley
2759 NE Noll Valley Loop
Poulsbo, WA 98370-9615

No. of Copies rec'd 0
UstABCDE



Jan 10, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

':/lEDiACCEPTED

FEB .- 62007
i:"Jderal Comm~l1icat:ons Commission

OffIce or the Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
o~her cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
spt-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particUlar cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
wo~se if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

David Schargel
6534 SE 60th P1
Portland, OR 97206-7641

No Of Copies rec'd f)
UstABCDE



,Jan 18, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

FILED!ACCEPTED

FEB - d Z007
Federal Communications COmmission

Office of the Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204Ia) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

NOh' ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
'::ornpeti tion prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
~o make legjtimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
vvorse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for 'waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204Ia) (1).

Sincerely,

Roy Feldman
8959 Hawthorne Ave
Surfside, FL 33154-3331

No. of Copies rec'd J,LO__

UstABCDE

----------------



Jan 19, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

FlLEDIACCEPTED

FEB - 62007
Federal Communications Comm;ss'

Office ot ttle Secretary Ion

l\s a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good polLcy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (11.

Sincerely,

Scott Hidde1ston
2292 Mulligan Way
Oak Harbor, WA 98277-8854

No. of Copias rec'd 0
UstABCDE



Jan 18, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

FILED!ACCEPTED

FEB - 6 Z007
Federal CommunicatJOns CommiSSion

Office of the Secretarv

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
cequires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
r-:ompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The int.egration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable provJders' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

?lease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Ortelio Grillo
369 Degraw St
5rook1yn, NY 11231-4711

No. of Copies rec·d._-'O....·__
UstABCDE



Jan 11, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

FILED!ACCEPTED

FEB- 6 Z007
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good pOlicy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
ulternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
'~ornpetition prevent further restxictions on cable subscribers' ability
~o make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, rega~dless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition sp'...lrred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
-vJo!:'se if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephen Oliver
480 Morning Glory Dr
Lake Mary, FL 32746-6118

No. of Copies rec'd._--",-O__
UstABCDE

---------------



Jan 15, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street sw
Washington, DC 20554

FEB - 6 ZOOl
~ederal CornmurJtcations Commission

OHice of the Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 eFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
LC make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

?lease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Session
5911 E University Blvd Apt 206
Dallas, TX 75206-4694

No. of Copias rElC'd,__O"--__
UstABCDE
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FEB .- 6'Z007

Jan 18, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington. DC 20554

Federal Commumcatlons Commission
Office of the Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(al (11 by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the TelecoIT®unications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
9'7-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (al (11.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Lisy
919 S County Line Rd
Hinsdale, IL 60521-4729

No. of Copias rec'd,_------''--_
UstABCDE



FILED!AiTEPTED

FEB - 5 ZOO?
~ec 12, 2006

Representative Dan Burton
llni ~ed States House of Represen ta ti yes
;~'18'-) Rayburn House Office Building
ha.s',ington, DC ?0515-0001

Deal Representative Burton,

Federal Communications CommlssiOfl
Office of the Secretary

As ';\ constituent., consumer and advocate of new technologies, I am
writing to ask you to oppose any legislation that comes before you
c:1 (]' minq to bloC'k 11 the lmalQg :-IcJ~ e" in the name of
':'orr~)attjnq pl:-ac:y.

r.S flart ':If d series '-::.:,i efforL,; b'I ~_-;;-~'h',~:Jj film ~:tuclios t() irnposf:
ted\'caJ req'-...:lati on5 on new te:::::h:1::'1~:"-]'{ products, this bi1.-,- wo~~j.

requlre the redesign of all consumer devices capable of digitizing
video to restrict my rights. This measure would inject federal
regulation deep into many technology businesses, imposing unnecessary
costs on both technology businesses and users, while doing nothing to
}im:~ unlawful redistribution of Hollywood content.

The 'cechnology currently being proposed by the film studios is also a
5ecret, called VEIL -- experts interested in examining the technology
must pay $10,000 and sign a non-disclosure agreement before any
infnrmation regarding the detection and protection systems will be
revealed.

t,.nalog vj,deo input is a simple ::t;id important part of the transition
between our existing analog media infrastructure and the future of
dig:ltal technoloqy. Please oppose dlly regule:.tion that. would prohibit
use of the analcq hole ,Hl,j (;special~y c,n,/ ~"?gulation that rC<iL,ires
sec;.: et, pr opr ietary technology. ,(3 ta,;-,d a g,j i. n:;t any eote rt,Ci i llrnen t
industry control of the "Analog Hole."

SiLco::'rely,

Mr. Chad Haselby
7640 Meadow Ridge Dr
E'ishers, IN 46038-2219

..1 et Capias rQC'd__O~__
dstABCDE

---------



Ja" 11, 2007

FC ;-r,bllc Comments
44 12th Street SW
Wa:::lllllg:=-OD, DC 20554

":ILFDIACCEPTED

FEB <- 6 Z007
liJderal CommunICations Commission

OHice of the Secretary

As a consumer interested In protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
wai vers of 47 CFR 76< 1204 la) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
otLer cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
conpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abilit,
tLl rnake legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting COGtent protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Cormnission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV con~en~, regardless of a particG~ar cable
provider's or copyright holder's \-,11shes. With compet.ition speIrr-eel em
by thp irltegration ban, consumers would have the freedom tn choose thl
least restrictive cable-compat.ible device available. The CableCARD
st':lndard already prescribes restrictions that harm conSWTler::3 by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76< 1204 la) (1) <

Sir:cerely,

Mr. ~duardo Juncosa
lCc59 Zurich St
HCJllywood, FL 33026-4876

f\lo. of COpjos r9C'd 0
~tABCDE .--~----



Jan 11, 2007

FCC Public Comments
44~ 12th Street SW
Wa~hington, DC 20554

FILED!ACCEPTED

FEB - 6 Z007
FH18rai CommUniCations ComlHlssioil

OHice or tIle Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
uther cable pruviders. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
recuires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc their r)wn
set-1~op boxes, remains g00d pulley Loday.

NOh' ten yedrs after the Telecommunicati()n:.:; Act of 1996, cabl.:::
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
con~etition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abilit'
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-BO, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certai~ uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by thp integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose th.
le~5~ restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
stC:dldard already prescribes restrict.ions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
WOlse if cable providers' set-~op boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests f;J[ wai'Jers of 47 CFR 76.1204;a) (1).

SiLcE:'lely,

Mr. ,Joseph Wholey
11 ~illcrest Rd
Belmont, MA 02478-2953

No. 01 Copias ree'd. (Q
UstABCDE

------------_.._----



Tan 6, ,)() "j

HLEOIACCEPTED

FEB - 6 Z007
j:ederal CornmUflications Commiss;OI,

Office of the Secretary

?C"'C' F-'ubJ Ie Cammen ts
145 12th Street SW
'1!l7a.::;hirHJtnn, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
l.el~1.itimate u,c;c of cable TV C0tltent, I urge you to refuse requests [or

',),'1 ]'1er5 of 47 CFP. 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
=:;ther cable vroviders. The fCC's int,eCJration ban, which in effect
t'fCql~iLC.s cable COmpdll..LC3 to int,eqldLe CableCARDs into their own

~;el-top boxps, remains good pOlicy today.

NOv-! If'n years after the Telecommuuicat.ions Act of 1996, cable
:=ompCinie,-; have dragqed thc'i r feet lonq enough on competitive
jlternatives to proprietary se-r::-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
3nd harming consumers. Tho in~eyration ban will also help market
'(llLl!-)etit.ion prevpnL further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability

":".0 make legi timate use of lecorded content.

Ly adopting ronteIll protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
'7-QCJ, the Commission r.ecognized t,he impor.tance of allowing consumers

I-c, make certdill uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
~'rcvider's or copyriglll holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by Lhp irlt.egl'ation ban, CO[lgUmerS would have the freedom to choose the
least restrirtlvP cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
~t,cl;idard dl.ready presrribes restrictions that harm consumers by
lilllitlng )lo[l-infringing lISPS, dnd such restrictions will get even
\o7o~'se i1 cable provider::;' ::..Jet-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

! ledse refuse ceque;jL__ ::..J for waivprs of 4"1 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

,-..: ir:cerely,

p, r 1 a [I C;r'~'enheyg

24~ N Seminary Ave IF
~hl{-'aqo, IL LiULi14-3S06

fk; of Copias roc'd.__O"'--__
IStABCDE



,I F'Vill '('E"Pl't-I"",.I - f-.\;;_J ,~

FEB - 6 Z007
Jan 17, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

f:.ederal Communications Comrnissiol"
Offrce of the Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .

Sincerely,

Grady Thrasher
115 Perimeter Center PI NE Ste 150
Atlanta, GA 30346-1284

~.,;, of Copias riC'd_._--'O=--__
dstABC DE


